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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-36 were previously pending; 
Claims 6-8, 13-15, 24-26 and 31-33 have been cancelled; 
Claims 1, 9, 19, 27-30 and 34-36 have been amended; 
Claims 1-5,9-12, 16-23, 27-30 and 34-36 are now pending; 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on January 16, 2009 has been entered. 

Response to Amendments 

2. Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on January 16, 2009 have been carefully 
considered but deemed moot in view of the following new grounds of rejection as explained 
herein below. 

Objections to the drawings and claims are withdrawn in view of the amended drawings, 
and clarification of the claim terminologies by Applicant. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Adamczyk et al. (U.S. 6, 774, 840, hereinafter "Adamczyk"). 

Regarding claim 1, Adamczyk disclosed a dialogue support system for supporting an 
occurrence of a dialogue in a place designated as a dialogue place (Adamczyk, Fig. 2) 
comprising: 

a dialogue condition accumulation section (Adamczyk, col. 2, lines 9-12, "a data store") 
for accumulating a dialogue condition containing the designation of a desired situation 
(Adamczyk, col. 2, line 11, "location data") and the designation of a destination (Adamczyk, col. 
2, line 10, "identity data"); 

a situation detection device , which is disposed in the dialogue place, for detecting a 
situation of the dialogue place (Adamczyk, col. 2, lines 21-22, "global positioning system 
receiver"); 

a situation monitoring section for comparing the situation of the dialogue place detected 
by the situation detection device and the dialogue condition accumulated in the dialogue 
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condition accumulation section to judge whether the detected situation conforms to the dialogue 
condition (Adamczyk, col. 2, line 27, "determination means"); and 

a notification section for notifying a designated destination that the situation conforming 
to the dialogue condition has occurred when it is judged by the situation monitoring section that 
the situation conforms to the dialogue condition (Adamczyk, col. 6, lines 51-56, "the notification 
service"); 

an informing device which is disposed in the dialogue place (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 
36-44, "the communication pathway", "user's mobile telephone"); and 

a movement detection section for detecting whether a person at the destination has moved 
(Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 20-30 disclosed calculating the distance between the specified location 
and the current location of the specified party, which implicitly detects the movement of the 
specified party), 

wherein the informing device informs that the detected situation conforms to the dialogue 
condition when the situation monitoring section judges that the detected situation conforms to 
the dialogue condition and the movement detection section detects that a person at the 
destination has moved (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 31-44). 

Regarding claim 2, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support system according to claim 
1 , further comprising 

a dialogue condition registration section for registering a dialogue condition (Adamczyk, 
col. 8, line 26, "a subscription service") wherein 
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the dialogue condition registration section receives the designation of a dialogue place 
and registers a dialogue condition containing the received dialogue place in the dialogue 
condition accumulation section (Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 23-33). 

Regarding claim 3, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support system according to claim 
1, further comprising 

a dialogue condition registration section for registering a dialogue condition (Adamczyk, 
col. 8, line 26, "a subscription service") wherein: 

the dialogue condition registration section receives the designation of a dialogue party 
and registers a dialogue condition containing the received dialogue party in the dialogue 
condition accumulation section (Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 11-22). 

Regarding claim 4, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support system according to claim 
1 , wherein the situation detection device is provided with 

a mobile unit detection section for detecting a mobile unit possessed by a person who can 
be a dialogue party (Adamczyk, col. 6, lines 23-43); and 

a presence judgment section for judging the presence of the dialogue party according to 
the detected result by the mobile unit detection section (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 14-29). 

Regarding claim 5, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support system according to claim 
1, further comprising 
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a destination status judgment section forjudging a status of the destination wherein the 
notification section notifies the destination that a situation conforming to the dialogue condition 
has occurred, provided that the status of the destination judged by the destination status judgment 
section conforms to a predetermined status (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 14-43). 

Claim 19 lists elements that can all be found in claim 1, but in method form rather than 
system form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 1 applies equally as 
well to claim 19. 

Regarding claim 20, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support method according to 
claim 19, wherein the dialogue condition contains the designation of a dialogue place 
(Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 24-27). 

Regarding claim 21, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support method according to 
claim 19, wherein the dialogue condition contains the designation of a dialogue party 
(Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 4-8). 

Regarding claim 22, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support method according to 
claim 19, wherein a detected result of a mobile unit possessed by a person who can be a dialogue 
party is obtained from the situation detection device (Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 66-67), the 
presence of the dialogue party is judged according to the obtained detected result, and the judged 
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result is compared as a situation of the dialogue place with the dialogue condition (Adamczyk, 
col. 10, lines 14-39). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 9-12, 16-18, 23, 27-30 and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious 
over Adamczyk et al. (U.S. 6,774,840, hereinafter "Adamczyk"). 

Regarding claim 9, Adamczyk disclosed a dialogue support system for supporting an 
occurrence of a dialogue in a place designated as a dialogue place (Adamczyk, Fig. 2) 
comprising: 

a dialogue condition accumulation section (Adamczyk, col. 2, lines 9-12, "a data store") 
for accumulating a dialogue condition containing the designation of a desired situation 
(Adamczyk, col. 2, line 11, "location data") and the designation of a destination (Adamczyk, col. 
2, line 10, "identity data"); 

a situation detection device , which is disposed in the dialogue place, for detecting a 
situation of the dialogue place (Adamczyk, col. 2, lines 21-22, "global positioning system 
receiver"); 
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a situation monitoring section for comparing the situation of the dialogue place detected 
by the situation detection device and the dialogue condition accumulated in the dialogue 
condition accumulation section to judge whether the detected situation conforms to the dialogue 
condition (Adamczyk, col. 2, line 27, "determination means"); and 

a notification section for notifying a designated destination that the situation conforming 
to the dialogue condition has occurred when it is judged by the situation monitoring section that 
the situation conforms to the dialogue condition (Adamczyk, col. 6, lines 51-56, "the notification 
service"); 

an informing device which is disposed in the dialogue place (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 
36-44, "the communication pathway", "user's mobile telephone"); and 

a movement information acquisition section for obtaining a detected result by a 
movement detection section for detecting whether a person at the destination has moved 
(Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 20-30 disclosed calculating the distance between the specified location 
and the current location of the specified party, which implicitly detects the movement of the 
specified party), wherein 

the informing device informs according to the detected result obtained by the movement 
information acquisition section when it is judged by the situation monitoring section that the 
situation conforming to the dialogue condition and the movement information acquisition section 
detects that a person at the destination has moved (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 31-44). 

Adamczyk did not explicitly disclose that the information device informs a standby 
instruction to a dialogue party present in the dialogue place. 
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However, Adamczyk disclosed a general purpose informing device (Adamczyk, col. 10, 
lines 33-36, "the communication pathway" that can be a user's mobile telephone) that can be 
used to inform any contacts designated by the subscriber of the service, and the informing 
instruction can be any message specified by the subscriber (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 44-53 and 
col. 8, lines 58-62). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to use 
Adamczyk's system to send a voice or email message to the specified party (which is equivalent 
to "a dialogue party present in the dialogue place" in the present application), wherein the 
message is a standby instruction. 

Examiner considers the said limitations not expressly disclosed by Adamczyk as a matter 
of implementation choice. 

Regarding claim 10, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support device according to 
claim 9. 

Adamczyk further disclosed that the dialog support device comprises 

a dialogue condition reception section for receiving the registration of a dialogue 

condition (Adamczyk, col. 8, line 26, "a subscription service"), wherein 

the dialogue condition reception section receives the dialogue condition containing a 

designation of a dialogue place and registers the received dialogue condition in the dialogue 

condition accumulation section (Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 23-33). 
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Regarding claim 11, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support device according to 
claim 9. 

Adamczyk further disclosed that the dialog support device comprises 

a dialogue condition reception section for receiving the registration of a dialogue 

condition (Adamczyk, col. 8, line 26, "a subscription service"), wherein 

the dialogue condition reception section receives the dialogue condition containing the 

designation of a dialogue party and registers the received dialogue condition in the dialogue 

condition accumulation section (Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 1 1-22). 

Regarding claim 12, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support device according to 
claim 9. 

Adamczyk further disclosed that the dialog support device comprises 
a destination status acquisition section for obtaining a status of a person corresponding to 
the destination (Adamczyk, col. 6, lines 23-43), wherein 

the notification section notifies the destination that a situation conforming to the dialogue 
condition has occurred, provided that the status of the person obtained by the destination status 
acquisition section conforms to a predetermined status (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 14-29). 

Regarding claim 16, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support device according to 
claim 9. 

Adamczyk further disclosed that the dialog support device comprises 
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a situation accumulation section for accumulating the situation obtained by the situation 
acquisition section (Adamczyk, Fig. 2 and col. 5, lines 46-51, "a location server 226"), wherein: 

the situation monitoring section compares the situation accumulated in the situation 
accumulation section and the dialogue condition accumulated in the dialogue condition 
accumulation section (Adamczyk, col. 6, lines 1-4 and col. 7, lines 11-14). 

Regarding claim 17, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support device according to 
claim 16. 

Adamczyk further disclosed that the notification section notifies the judged result as a 
situation of a corresponding dialogue place when it is judged by the situation monitoring section 
that the situation conforms to the dialogue condition (Adamczyk, col. 7, lines 1 1-14). 

Although Adamczyk did not explicitly disclose notifying a different dialogue support 
device, Adamczyk disclosed that a notification message can be sent to any contact specified by 
the service subscriber, as mentioned above in the rejection of claim 9. Therefore, notifying a 
different dialogue support device is merely a matter of implementation choice for Adamczyk's 
system. 

Regarding claim 18 Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support device according to claim 

17. 

Adamczyk further disclosed that the dialogue support device comprises 
a situation registration section for accumulating in the situation accumulation section the 
situation notified by the different dialogue support device as a situation of the dialogue place 
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managed by the different dialogue support device (Adamczyk, Fig. 2 and col. 5, lines 46-51, "a 
location server 226"). 

Regarding claim 23, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support method according to 
claim 19, wherein a status of the destination is judged, and the occurrence of a situation 
conforming to the dialogue condition is notified to a contact, provided that the judged status of 
the destination conforms to a prescribed status (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 30-43). 

Although Adamczyk did not explicitly disclose the contact to be notified is the 
destination, Adamczyk disclosed that a notification message can be sent to any contact specified 
by the service subscriber (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 44-53 and col. 8, lines 58-62). The 
subscriber can simply send a notification to the destination by setting the contact to the address 
of the destination. Therefore, notifying the destination upon the occurance of a situation 
conforming to the dialogue condition, as recited in the claim, is merely a matter of 
implementation choice in Adamcyzk's system. 

Claim 27 lists elements that can all be found in claim 9, but in method form rather than 
system form. Therefore, the supporting rationale of the rejection to claim 9 applies equally as 
well to claim 27. 

Regarding claim 28, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support method according to 
claim 27, the method further comprising 
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receiving a dialogue condition containing the designation of a dialogue place, wherein a 
dialogue condition containing a designation of a dialogue place is received, and the received 
dialogue condition is registered (Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 24-33). 

Regarding claim 29, Adamczyk disclosed the dialogue support method according to 
claim 27, the method further comprising 

receiving the registration of the dialogue condition, wherein a dialogue condition 
containing a designation of a dialogue party is received, and the received dialogue condition is 
registered (Adamczyk, col. 9, lines 12-23). 

Regarding claim 30, Adamczyk disclosed the computer readable medium according to 
claim 27, the method further comprising 

obtaining a status of a person corresponding to the destination, wherein a contact is 
notified that a situation conforming to the dialogue condition has occurred, provided that the 
obtained status of the person conforms to a predetermined status (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 30- 
43). 

Although Adamczyk did not explicitly disclose the contact to be notified is the 
destination, Adamczyk disclosed that a notification message can be sent to any contact specified 
by the service subscriber (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 44-53 and col. 8, lines 58-62). The 
subscriber can simply send a notification to the destination by setting the contact to the address 
of the destination. Therefore, notifying the destination upon the occurance of a situation 
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conforming to the dialogue condition, as recited in the claim, is merely a matter of 
implementation choice in Adamcyzk's system. 

Regarding claim 34, Adamczyk disclosed the computer readable medium according to 
claim 27, the method further comprising 

accumulating situation (Adamczyk, col. 6, lines 44-49), wherein the accumulated 
situation and the accumulated dialogue condition are compared (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 14-29). 

Regarding claim 35, Adamczyk disclosed the computer readable medium according to 
claim 34, the method further comprising 

notifying that the situation is a situation of a corresponding dialogue place to a contact 
when it is judged that the situation conforms to the dialogue condition (Adamczyk, col. 10, lines 
30-43 and col. 9, lines 44-53) 

Although Adamczyk did not explicitly disclose notifying another dialogue support 
device, Adamczyk disclosed that a notification message can be sent to any contact specified by 
the service subscriber, as mentioned above in the rejection of claim 9. Therefore, notifying a 
different dialogue support device is merely a matter of implementation choice for Adamczyk's 
system. 

Regarding claim 36, Adamczyk disclosed the computer readable medium according to 
claim 35, the method further comprising 
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accumulating the situation notified from the different dialogue support device as a 
situation of the dialogue place managed by the different dialogue support device (Adamczyk, 
Fig. 2 and col. 5, lines 9-18, "receiving means for receiving location signals"). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHIRLEY X. ZHANG whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5012. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am - 5:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on (571) 272-3922. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Shirley X. Zhang/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2444 
3/23/2009 
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